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IMPORTANCE OF THE BLAKE & AGNELG MISSPELLING 


In a July 2000 Ir:ternet communication Robert Leonard included comments on the 


misspeiling of the pioneer gold assaying partnership of Blake and Agrell as “Blake & 


Agneil’. This error was previously pointed out in Donald H. Kagin’s Private Gold Coins 
of the United States (1981), p. 181 and in his 1979 doctoral dissertation, p. 212. Walter 


Breeu's Complete Encyclopedia (1988), p. 651, aiso includes a discussion of the mistake. 
Tae spelling sce was not mentioned in the catalogs of Don Taxay, Wayie Raymond or 
Yeoman-Bressett, each or which included pieces with the “BLAKE & AGNELL” 
iInisspeliing. | 
An analysis of avaiiaole facts and previous written comments seem desirable 
since Leonard specifically challenges the authenticity of an 1855 $23.30 “BLAKE & 
AGNELL” bar. | 
Crrneuaty | | 
ta-addition Theodore V. Buttery’s presentations during the 1996-1999 period 
fuck, challenged the authenticity of a croup of pioneer gold pieces bones after 
1950 and Michael Hodder’s presentations during the 1998-2000 period Fs 
otherwise. Thus the misspelling of “BLAKE & AGNELL” on pioneer gold pieces seems 
significant to review. | 
The spelling errar “Blake & Agnel!” in printed text form first appeared in 1912 on 
page LOE ofthe Sve part studies of U.S. pioneer guid pieces written by Edgar H. Adams 


for the American Journal of Numismatics which studies have been reprinted. There was 





on Beene use of the name Agnell by him and no mention of the name Agrell. Edgar 


Hi. Adams in nis publication did include the 1856 $20 circular trial coinage in copper and 


nx? 
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brags for Blake & Co, using the name ir the coranmet. on the cbverea. He was unaware of 
ary viece bearing the legend BLAKE & AGNELL, BLAKE & AGRELL, or anv other 
piece bearing the name of AGNELL or AGRELL, otherwise he would have included it in 
his meticulous undertaking, The detail in the historical part of his text indicated his 
familiarity with an extensive number of informational sources covering western assayers, 
coiners, mining, etc. beginning prior to 1848 and running eeote the Gold Rush period. 
He chyiously knew of the partnership of Blake & Agrell (composed of Gorham Blake | 
and John Agrell) which existed for only 45 days from November 12, 1855 to its 
dissolution on Mecember 27, 1855 according to several newspaper announcements, After 
Bieke & Agreil dissolved by mutual consent, 4 new partner, W.R. Waters was substituted 
by Blake for Agrell to create the firm of Blake & Co. Other than on the coins and bars 
under review all the known 19" century sources uniformly spell the Agrell name 
correctly. The misspelling in 1912 was apparently made by the typesetter mistaking “r” 
for “‘n” which could easily have taken place in transcription due to its somewhat similar 
written appearance whether in long hand or pheenien: Proof reading just did not catch 
the error for Adams. 

A $20,153 rectangular gold bar dated 1854 and with its four side surfaces stamped 
with BLAKE & AGNELL in raised lettering was reported about 1953. The name 
AGRELL was misspelled. The Sacramento Union newspaper announcement dated 


November 12, 1855 that BLAKE AND AGRELL “are now prepared and ‘well qualified i. 
to execute business” is over 11 months after the use of the misspelled on an 1854 ~~ 
de pi (PSH date oR ak Lang 
ane bar. The cen aet of such a bar therefore creates problem due ——— 
eae ATER EEN ilgepelled pa name. Donald H. Kagin recognized the 


tha dat d nirnarnhec 12,165 anrnenned fir drm maccomnud 
Of titintdd ao wetl aa 
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inconsistency by writing, “ What is a mystery, however, is the existence of an 1854 


BLAKE & AGNELL Gold Ingot” (Dissertation, 1979, p. 221, endnotes 60 and 65). 


G. BLAKE, ASSAYER, 1854 


In Kagin’s 1981 book (p. 171) it is stated that Gorham Blake opened an assay 
office in 1854 in Sacramento, California where he issued ingots bearing the name “G. 
Blake Assayer’. However, no such | ingots or coins containing Blake’s first name or initial 

La KO de Zen the (954 Ae ArUirlinrr e 
are described, illustrated or otherwise aicmitert in the book am feces dated 1855 and 
AE ere eee, 
thereafter bearing th BLAKE & CO BLAKE & AGNELL names were included. 
é cs 

With one exception, there is no written material to our knowledge either before ar after Kagina: 


) 


198) that describes, mentions, or illustrates any coin, bar, ingot, or other tangible item 
with Blake’s first name or initial in the legend. 

That exception ig the listing and illustration of a gold piece in the catalog of Bank 
Leu and Adolph Hess AG for an auction sale in Luceme, Switzerland held October 17-18 
1962, Lot # 1007, where the following description was wsed= a 

“California Gold. GORHAM BLAKE, ASSAYER Sacramento, $ 33.68, Ingot 1854 

G, BLAKE/ASSAYER/SAC, CAL. Rv. 33.68 (inkus) DOLLS. / 900 (inkus) THOUS. 
/1854, in Linienviereck, 57.3 g, Unique, Extremely fine. This is the first example of 
Gorham Blake’s name alone on an ingot and it is one of the heaviest recorded. This ingot 
has been in the passession of ore family for et least 50 years.” 


The translation of the German word imkus means incuse and the word 


Linienviereck means rectangular. 
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How this unique piece is one of the heaviest recorded pieces when no other 


oe eke were known to exist is Pee ta ioe Ifthe comment related to BE other 
b SOO IE oa, - ‘ 
hh tise 





y “thasomperngocaporl $50 ingers a ti Bumbert ang. US Assay Office-tigt are 
routinely heave Kohler bars _arerheawiensete: 
G. BLAWE ASSAYER 
The only other information located as to this item came from Peter D. Mitchell of 

A.H, Baldwin & Sons Ltd. of London in 1974. He wrote that this G BLAKE ASSAYER 
piece was obtained by Mr. Crowther of Spinks and Brian Grover (both London, England 
coin dealers) “fram an irnpeccable source in the City (Godfather of one of the Queen’s 
children and all that).” Crowther was said to have placed it in the Leu sale and that then 
John Ford had it withdrawn as a forgery, the reason for which Grover told Mitchell was 
that Ford pronounced the family’s letter giving details of the piece’s history as false. 
Grover then sent the G. BLAKE ASSAYER piece to Lester Merkin, a New York City 
coin dealer, and it was stolen from Merkin. The piece was later recovered by the police, 
held for evidence, and eventually retuned by Merkin to Grover in England. Grover still 
had possession of the piece in 1974 and promised Mitchell that he (Grover) would look 
for the letter from the family about the piece and send Mitchell a copy, The name of the 
family was never disclosed to Mitchell. The copy of the letter never appeared. 

A remarkable coincidence occurred at the above-mentioned 1962 Bank 
Leu auction. The only other U.S. pioneer gold piece in the auction other than the G. 
BLAKE ASSAYER piece dated 1854 was. an 1853 US Assay. Office $20 gold piece with 
its condition described as “Fleur du Coin” or proof (Lot # 1008). This piece was one of 


the same variety and in the same proof-like condition (generally known as a “Franklin 


hoard” piece) as one which was the subject of a PNG (Professional Numismatic Guild) 
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arkitration award a 19468 Ja which 4 wea determined uoaairocas!y’ that Ske coin was not 


a orcofand ins gale 8 4 proof was a aisstateniwar or the invoice justifying the retum of 


to 
ee 


e: by the seller. Ali atthe 1852 $20 U2 AGG. gold pisces 


- 
~“ 


the purchaue price 13 the bo; 
ofthe sume warlecy and proofelike vondition have: been stated to be aouaterfet ake? by 
Rishard &. Mentgomery (Rick Montgomery) on page 229 ofthe portion written by him in 


oe gr ne 


Ps EL pa ee eee 1 Nee Tis 
nisrSait Detention SNe. 


the recen: book, The GMicial Guide to Cele Srcbins we Cow: 





FAP 


2s pws . - « a . s “I , ae ‘al 
York City, 1297}. Moextsaaary is referred tin tact bugk am president of POS 


(Professional! Coin Gradina Service) and “considarec by many to be the tusmiber ane 


counterfeit coin detection expert in the world.” The published ANACS (American 
(Phe Numrarretnd Feb 1994, p- 290) 

Numismatic Association Certification Service) opinion has taken the same position. ES 
(See cbac Com Weld, Fuly 511997, p- 72) 

It can be observed that the close association of the G BLAKE ASS.AYER ingot 
dated 1854 and the 1853 USAOG $20 piece in proof-like condition side by side in the 

€ , 
same auction catalog, being the only pieces of U.S. pioneer gold offered there, 
<= f KX yy 

might well have had some prior mutual relationship or source. ‘Bais one piece was 
withdrawn trom that auction as a fake and the other piece was from the same dies and in 
identical condition to a coin later declared to be a fake by outstanding, reliable 
authenticators. 

On March 1-2, 1962, the same year as the Swiss auction above mentioned, both 


Crowther and Grover were also involved in the placement and “sale” of a false St. 


Datrick’s farthing struck in goic as Lot # 365 in ax suction by Wallis & Wallis at Lewes, 


" Two arbitrators (one appointed by Garland and one by mutual consent of the arbitrators for each party to 
the dispute) believed ihe 1853 $20 USAC piece was a furgery, but the third arbitrator (appointed by 
Ryan) did not agree. The desire to have a unanimous decision rather than a 2-1 decision was selected and 
thus the difference of opinion among arbitrators in the final opinion was avoided. 
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Sussex, Eneland at which tne farclung was giioped tc have broueht £ 500, che highest 


priced coin in the history of that auctioneer. It was said to have been bought by Spinks for 
whom Crowther worked. A request to see the underbidder’s name and bid was refused 
by the auctioneer. That request was made to try to determine whether a wash sale in a 
rural English auction had occurred to create a false hoy and an artificial price. 
teas her daarth k 

Spinks sold the coin to Emery May Norweb. withdrawn from the Bowers & | 
Merena Auction of her collection held ee 24.25, 1988, (Lot 2386) and donated to the 
American Numismatic Society for study. 

The year 1962 was & busy yaat for the sale of forged Anjierican related pieces in 
European auctions. The fact that they were not auctioned in the United States is strange. 


ASSAYEE 
Each piece was a major American rarity, if gemiine. The G. Rete nieoe and the St. 


Patrick farthing in gold were eee eee of the pieces had a named 
provenance or consignor. Two were side by sidé in the same auction. The same 
nurnismatic professionals were involved in the sulbmission of the pieces in two separate 
and unrelated auction sales about 6 months apart: Each piece was stated to be a forgery of 
fake at the time of the sale or thereafter, one being withdrawn from its onginal auction 
sale as a forgery; the details of the sale, if any, of another being refused at the time of the 
original auction but being withdrawn from a 1988 auction sale; and the third being an 
identical companion to a piece subsequently declared to be a forgery. 

The above factors do not seem to allow a reasonable person to reject the 
circumstances of guilt by association as to background or source of these pieces, whether 


a person chooses preponderance of evidence or beyond a reasonable doubt as a basis for 
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reconfirming their lack of authenticity and their probable origin from a common source 


of forged pieces. 


To add to the foregoing there is no evidence other than the G BLAKE ASSAYER 
ingot dated 1854 that Blake was an assayer in Sacramento in the year 1854 and up to 
November 12, 1855. He had arrived in California in 1852 and had been active in several 


gold related ventures, including gold dust buying, gold mine superintendence, and gold 
; . 
mine ownership. The Sacramento Union newspaper on November 12, 1855 carried an 
Vane new prepewcd, gud welg quckfred, AG fat 
ae that the Blake and Agrell Beneath: ene eee and A~tarviad 
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In The Standard Catalogue of U.S. Coins by Wayte Raymond there was no 


_mention of either “Blake & Co.” or “Blake & Agnell” pieces until the 17" edition 
copyrighted in 1954 and dated 1954-55. ln its two page introduction to “Private Gold 
Issues” it 18 stated that “There are also a great mumber of patterns and so-called patterns 
(some of which are undoubtedly modern) of these issues, some bearing the names of 
companies about which no contemporary references can be found, others being varieties 
of issues known to be authentic”. There are included and illustrated under “Blake & Co, 


Sacramento 1855, 56” illustrations of two circular pieces, as follows: 
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(1) An 1855 $20 size obverse with a coin screw press design amd a lathe 
iurned design with BLAKE & CO ASSAYERS oi the reverse. The 
numerals 20 are punched in on each face. Its weight is 507.7 grains. It is 
futher descrived as “Z known, one of these is misstruck and looped.” 

(II)  Anobverse dated 1856 wth a female head facing left and a coronet 
reading BLAKE & CO. On the reverse is SACRAMENTO CALIFORNIA 
TWENTY @. 

The associate editor was Toh T. Ferd, Te wits researct: Sy Weiter Areen, 

The above mentioned “usdcuhtedly siodern’ nieces refers in vigees produced 
with equipment held by, eva:lusle ts cr obteived frou Sveshen K Nagy, @ Fiiladelphia 
numismatic and antiquarian dealer who had close ties through relatives to a high official 
at the U.S. Mint in Philadelphia. (Waleem Yella) we 

in the 18" and last edition of Raymond's catalogs, copyrighted 1957, the two 
pieces under BLAKE & CO remain the same except the comment about the 1855 dated 
piece is changed to “ The first specimen was unearthed by John J. Ford Jr. in 1953, the 
second in 1954.” John J, Ford. Jr. ‘s status as to the 18” edition of the book was revised 
to “Editor Consultation and Supervision” while Breen was described as “Compilation 
and Basic Research”. The word “unearthed” can be interpreted either as “archeologically 
located” or as “discovered” but it is not clear which was intended as no further detail was 
there stated. 


In American Coin Treasures and Hoards (1997) by Q. David Bowers on p. 271 





and in other oral and written statements it is said that John J. Ford, Jr. explained that 


“Prankiia found the matariel cag | researched and sald i.” Ford ccntinued to elaborate 
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thac “Franklin was not io lel me where né Obtained his maienal***.” Tous seems to leave 
weet for che discovery ofthe Suneanhed” cenis ii & somewhat contradictory status, 

It can alse be chuerved that whe Joha ld. Pord, oy. flyer copyrigitted 1957 soliciting 
correspondence and rubbings of western A.wcrican numismatic related items to be sent to 
his home does not mention Franklin’s name or address. Similarly the July 1959 


advertisement in The Numismatist by New Netherlands Cain Co, Inc. (the employer of 





John J. Ford, Jr.) suggests to readers who have Western Numismatic Americana that “it 
“ill pay vou to deal direct” and gives only the New York City address of New 
Netherlands for “offers, appraisals, correspondence, transactions’. This and other 
advertising do not mention Franklin’s name. 

The foregoing. seems to cast doubt on the statement that Franklin “found” the 
material and turned it aver to Ford for sale. 

Both of the advertisements above mentioned prominenily feature an illustration of 


both faces of the 1855 $ 25 rectangular gold bar with the BLAKE & AGNELL 


misspelling. HA will be Anbreguc ctl, ermmirteel, Ufecrw ¢ 


THE RED BOOK 
In the Yeoman-Bressett 9” edition of the “Red Book” for the year 1956 the first 
“BLAKE & AGNELL” bar or ingot is included (p. 212) and consists of a piece dated 
1855 with a $23.30 value struck into it by punch. This listing remained unchanged until 
the 13 edition for the year 1960 when three nev: nieces and some historical data were 
added. The new pieces were (a) an 1855 rectangular bar or ingot with the misspelled 


BLAKE & AGNELL name and with the denamination $25.00 die stnick on the obverse; 


10 
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(b) an 1855 dated $20 size circular proce having 3 earow press on the obverse and with 
concentric circles and BLAKE & CQ. upon the reverse and with 20 as a denomination 
punched in on both obverse and reverse, ase (c) & mention of the 186. $20 circular trial 
pisce in non-precious metai wnn BLAKE & CO on ihe onrtesi ofthe obverse This 
situation. remained virtualiy unvhanged uatil tue 19” edition for the year 1966 when all 
RLAKRE & AGNEL‘ as weil as BLAKE & Cd. pieces were siitirely eliminated. Those 


eliminated pizces have never been revisiaied in {hz Yeoman-Rresnett catalog 


: / Hand thererp li, Be Yeoman — Breatil eeLtoy Ane 
OS SABES erm aera tame stent 


itenples of B “¢ Co 


wey th adie baa; dolvegid from tte witch SZ 35. Gnliet Jrrerice. 


TRE TAM AY BOOK 
During his five years of preparation of The Comprehensive Catalog and 


Encyclopedia of United States Coins (Omaha 1970) Don Taxay was in comtinual contact 


with U. §. pioneer gold research and researchers. He illustrated as item 99 on plate 103 of 


his book an 1855 $25 rectangular “BLAKE & AGNELL” bar but in the text description 


(p. 358) misdates it as 1856. He was either unaware of or rejected the inclusion of an 


1855 $50 “BLAKE & AGNELL.” rectangular gold bar struck with circular dies or he 
would have described and illustrated it as he did the 1855 $20 circular “BLAKE & CO.” 
piece using an identical obverse die. He was also unaware of the correct spelling of the 
partnership name of Blake & Agrell.as he uses the name “Agnell” three times (p. 352) 
showing that he believed it was the correct spelling of the name. His unawareness of or 
rejection of the 1855 “Blake & Agnell’ $50 piece, is unusual in that it had the same 
provenance (Ford, Bank of California) as the 1855 $25 rectangular “BLAKE & 
AGNELL” bar and one ofthe 1855 $20 circular BLAKE & CQ. pieces. (See also Breen, 


p. 651, for ownership confirmation). 


i 
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Taxay also stated that there were bars made in 1854 under the name G BLAKE 
ASSAYER (p, 352), but did not describe or illustrate any. He apparently was aware of 
the 1962 events 4s to such a bar. 

Taxay also wrote that he knew of a number of 1856 dated “Blake & Co.” assay 
bars (p. 352) but he did not give any source of his information or describe or iliustrate 
any of them, possibly because these items were not Coins and therefore not within the 
scope of his book. Whether they were of the type found in the salvage from 8.S, Central 


doan yol azewmv 
America in the 1980s amd 1990s or wie aT ny determinable from his work. 


THE KAGIN BOOK 

Kagin in his Private Gold Coins publication of 1981 (p. 171), and in his 1979 
doctoral dissertation (p..212) appears to be the first to mention the misspelling of the 
name Agrell as “Agmeli”, Kagin indicates the mistake of one letter on the dies might not 
have been practical to correct, “especially when they were a large company known by 
most citizens in Sacramento.” He shows two dies with the “BLAKE & AGNELL” name 
misspelied, one for the round die and one for the rectangular die. None have the name 
spelled correctly or in any other variation of the misspelling. Kagin’s suggestion seems 
unsupported and unjustified because the parmership was only in business for 45 days 
altogether, which is too short a time to be “known by most citizens”. The Blake name 


which Lid mst raceme welihe asirgirg 
might have acquired a fine. reputation in his prior businesses but the Agrell name 


nN 
regardless of spelling was not even in the Sacramento directories. Kagin points out as an 
excuse for the misspelling that SCHULTS was misspelled on another piomeer gold coin 


when a terminal “S” punch was used instead of “Z”’. 
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Further review ot the matter in Kagin reveals that he lists under his BLAKE & 
AGNELL subsection as his K-3 variety an 1855 $50 rectangular planchet, on the obverse 
of which is impressed a circular die with the screw press a 281), The 
reverse illustration for that piece shows a“BLAKE & AGINELL”™ legend but the 
Sesciipiive text ee BLAKE & CO. is erroneous. This mistake is further 
Ss description of his K-4 variety (p. 282) which is round and he states 
that both the obverse and reverse are similar to his K-2 variety which is different in 
shape, legend and design. To add to the confusion in the description of K-3 it is stated 
that an uncut strip of three $25 size ingots exists but this presumably is sumnased to relate 
to K-1 and not to K-3, Kagin also describes under the subtitle “Patterns, Die Trials & 
Experimental Pieces” (p. 323), a group of six Blake & Co. pieces (pp. 334-336), These 
consist of three unique wniface 1855 pieces struck in base metals with the screw press 
design die, one 1856 $20 circular pattern in copper as described and illustrated by Edgar 
H. Adams in 1912; and two unique undated rectangular white metal bars with much of 
their legends punched on in curved lines and cancelled with large X marks scratched on 
the faces, None of these pieces are included in the Kagin index. Even thougn they do nat 
relate to the misspelling problem directly they must be curcidered because some of them 
are assovizted fy die and puach iscxage to che $50 BLAKE & AGNEUL ri ctangular 
ploce tha: contains tic MiSSPShung. 


Kagin wrote that John Agrell died in 1855 “ a few days after Christmas and the 


el of the year” (p 282 such an extended ORTAL LAOH gives in his 





5 ee acwplrg = Og The onal he 
‘L sertationgeks mg. Taxay's factually unsupported a cram) i 352), ‘The notice of 
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Further review of the matter in Kagin reveals that he lists under his BLAKE & 
AGNELL\subsection as his K-3 variety an 1855 $50 rectangular planchet, on the obverse 
of which is impressed a circular die with the screw press on the obverse (p. 281). Tite 
reverse illustratiotNfor that piece shows a “BLAKE & AGNELL” legend but t 
descriptive text wording. of BLAKE & CO. is erroneous. This mistake is further 
compounded in his description of his K-4 variety (p. 282) which is round and he states 
that both the obverse and reverse axe similar to his K-2 variety which is different in 
shape, legend and design. To add to thé\confusiom in the description of K-3 it is stated 
that an uncut strip of three $25 size ingots e nists but this presumably is supposed to relate 
to K-1 and not to K-3. Kagin also describes und. the subtitle “Patterns, Die Trials & 


Experimental Pieces” (p. 323), a group of six Blake &\Co. pieces (pp. 334-336), These 





consist of three unique uniface 1855 pieces struck in base wetals with the screw press 


design die, one 1856 $20 circular pattern in gSpper as described and illustrated by Edgar 


H. Adams in 1912; and two unique undated rectangular white metal bars with much of 










their legends punched on in curved lifes and cancelled with large X Marks scratched on 


the faces. None of these pieces are included in the Kagin index. Even though they do not 


relate to the misspelling problem directly they must be considered because some of them 
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: hens Ehs-aoties-of the dissolution of the partnership stated that i, == 
and wl hy unpending dietiio ~ te . 
was by mutal sh Breen (p. 652) merely mentions Kagin’s assertion of the matter. > 
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Kagin's Glasectation has profuse endautes but bist boon has 20 Tootnates or 


. - . 


endnoies and uaforiunately only his “Selected Bibliogiaphy”. Any dedetercies is, 


Kagia 3 Gook saculd net dehact suiterially fram his important resaarce. & findings. 





Walter Breen‘s Excyccoped:s (1988) had the udveniage of using 2 of the works 
and writing of prior researchers lo witch ke extensively added his wa. fe inchaded ell 
of the “BLAKE & AGNELL” piesas with the warning: “if guthentio” (p. 452). We 
specifically agreed tha: che Edgar EL Adums use of “SLANE & AGNELL™ was 4 
typograchice! error. He recognized the importance that “BLAKE & AGNELL” coins; 
bers oF ingots were not Known urtil the 19508 and concludes “strange indeed tc And it 
(the misspatlisa of ACNTELL} an the coins, which were vanown until the 19808!” Mis 
estonishment in the sequence of events in having the misspelling AGNELL first occur in 
print in 1912 and the identical misspelling being found on coins and bars first appearing 
in the 1950s ig indicated. by his use of an exclamation point at the end of his comment. 
Breen omitted from his Encyclopedia any mention or illustration of six unique trial 
pieces in copper and white metal described hn pp. 334.336 of Kagin’s 1981 book under 
the Blake & Ea ceplba: His stated reason was “The present study makes no attempt to 
describe bullion storage ingots of patterns known. to exist only in base metals. Research 
here is ongoing, but the most recent Ge oyenes in all these lines including the most 


arial specimens are picsecibet in detail in Kagin. " (p. 63 y 
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BLAKE RELATED ITEMS INTHE 


22 oe Sse eS a Ak rap AS, 


After Josiah K. Lilly died his enormous collection of gold coins was inventoried 


and appraised by Abe Kosotf and Hans M-F. Schulman in September 1967. An Act if 


Congress was passed providing that the Lilly Estate would receive $5,500,000 as an 





BLAKE & AGNELL 


Ingot, $20.15. This company had its smelting and assaying plant at 52 J Street in 


BLAKE & COMPANY 
Pattern in Gold. $20 1855. Formerly Blake & Agnell. A unique item acquired by Stack’s 


from a Mr. F. Korff of Mesa, Arizona. 


BLAKE & COMPANY 


Ingot, silver, $3.04 Ex-Don C. Keefer Collection. 


BLAKE & COMPANY 


Ingot, silver, $14.48, No. 326 Ex- Keefer, New Netherlands Coin Co., Gerald Fox. 


F 
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It can be observed that the misspelled word “Agnll” is used both as to the lettering on 
the coin and in the description of the firm name. It may also be noted that the word _» 
COMPANY is spelled out instead of being ahiceiee: but this ION noe Al 
The existence of F, Korff of Mesa, Arizona has been extensively researched in 
records for that area including telephone books, directories, licenses, land records, voting 
records, etc. and no such person has been found. This indicates a severe problem. 
Repeated requests from the Smithsonian Institution for complete copies of the Lilly 
records have been requested for many years by several people and have not resulted in 


' ' UA oplinine pircech 
the records being furnished. Efforts under the Federal Freedom of Information Act,met 


A 
with a refusal on the grounds that those records did not belong to the Smithsonian 
Institution and that they were returned, seheiater by Smithsonian Institution to the 
Estate of Josiah K. Lilly as its property. Nevertheless capies of the bulk of those records 
are available from private sources. Messrs. Kosof¥ and Schulman, both now deceased, 
also failed to cooperate in making those records available. 
Subsequent to the Lilly transfer, a BLAKE & AGNELL strip of three gold $25 


size horizontal stampings was donated to the Smithsonian Institution by Emery May 


Norweb. There may also be gifts of such material from others. 
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WHY 18 THERE NO BLAKE & AGNELL $ 20 COIN? 





Curiously there is no listed, mentioned, or known example of an $20 circular gold 
coin having an obverse containing the 1855 date with a screw press design and having a 
reverse containing concentric circles with BLAKE & AGNELL ASSAYERS, each side 
having a punched in 20 as a denomination. Such a pair of dies {with spaces for a punched 
in denomination) obviously existed since a use of those dies on a rectangular bar with 50 
punched in on both sides does exist. The raiier $ 20 coin would have been the same 
size as the US. $20 gold piece of the period. Two BLAKE & CO $20 gold coins using 
one of those dies (the obverse) with the 1855 dae exis. and yet BLAKE & CO was 
only in existence for 4 days during 1855(December 27, 1855 to December 31, 1855). One 
of those 1855 BLAKE & CO coins has a jewelry loop on it just as does a James King of 
William bar appearing in the 1950s. There would be little reason for 4 days in 1855 or for 
early 185610 have bid winds a BLAKE 2 CO ies go with an obverse dated 1855 when 
new dies dated 1856 for BLAKE & CO were ordered from the east coast with a new 
design similar to U.S. standard $20 coinage. These new dies were cut and are known 
through die trials described and illustrated by Adams in his 1912 publication. 


AGN ELL divin Blahes- Co fens Corn 
+ 6 LAKE & weit would have been normal for BEAGEAR-GCO to continue to came and is issue 1855 


ararjerlle & 
dated $ 20 circular gold coins with the cor & AGNELL name using existing dies for 
the first part of 1856 until the newly ordered BLAKE & CO dies dated 1856 had arrived 
in California. That apparently does not seem to have occurred since anew BLAKE & CO 
reverse die has appeared and used in combination with the existing 1855 screw press 
obverse die, Ebecrezticn ofa row reverse die seme impractical although not impossible 


since BLAKE & CO $ 20 circular guid cuins dated 1854 appeared in the]950s. The fact 
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inary $20 BLAKE! & AGHELL circular coins dated 1855 are not known or mentioned 


anywhere ieads one io feel that the sikuation may Re cantrived. 


UNPUBLISHED OPINIONS ON BILAKE & AGNELL PIECES 


The New Netherlands Coin Co., Inc., prepared a first draft (no other draft known) 
of a report entitled Blake & Agnelt Pioneer Coiners and As : ie or ears men 1854. 
1862, and apparently sent it in 1953 to Emery May Norweb, A collector ede in 
Cleveland, Ohio, in connection with the at by of through New Netherlands to her of a 
Blake & Agnell gold strip or bar dated 1855 with — separate identical stampings ina 
horizontal row for $25 size gold bars as discussed in detail on page 3 of section I of that 
report. The original of that oe was sent to Eric p Newman ae Education 
Society by Henry Norweb (ousband of Escery May Morv3b) on November 27, 1 968 in 
cannsaticn with 2M cave hence for an omimion on the antosenticity of the sine 
mentioned gold strip because of the Hilts undertaken by that Society in connection 
with the Garland vs. oe arbitration involving a proof-like 1853 $20 U.S.A.0.G. gold 
piece. The strip itself ce also sent ta that Sindee fr Bdy, | 

The New Netherlands report consists of 5 typewritten _ and is divided into 
two sections: (J) Historical Background and (I) the Known Issues of Blake & Agnell and 
Blake & Co. There are 10 pieces desaidbad in section II and one based upon rumor. 

Some snusial featurrs of that report are as follows: 


(A) The name Agnel| is mentioned six times as part of the lettering on numismatic 
items and eight additional times in historical language. The name Agrell is never 
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used. There is no indication that the name Agnell was a misspelling of the name 
Agrell. 

(B) The first name of the person referred to as Agnell is indicated as unknown 
althowgh the nanne Iota Aarell was published on December 29, 1855 etc, in the 
Secramante Union sewspager and otherwise. 

(C) The sniddle inkial of Gorham P Blake is stated as newspaper content but dues noi 
seem to appear in any business announcement in a newspaper at the time. 

(D) The $20 15 Blake & Agnel! rectangular ingot dated 1854 as previously 
mentioned herein is included as [tem 1. 

(E) The death of “Agnel!” was said to have ocourred on or about December 29, 1855 
and reference was given to the publication of Edgar H. Adams (1911-1913) as the 
source. A dissolution of the co-partnership by “mutual consent” was announced 
on December 29, 1855 as of December 27, 1855 in the Sacramento Union 
newspaper. Perhaps confusion came about from the publisher's inserted duration 
or interval signal which added (d 28-lw)” to the end of the dissolution 
announcement. No such date of death is indicated in the published study of Edgar 


H. Adams on pioneer gold (191 1-1913) andJkagin-s- comment on the-subjeotis— 


WwHRhOUESUPPGR. 
‘F) These is 20 mention of any G BLAKE ASSAYER gold bar dated 1854, This bar, 
as heretofore described, first appeared in a European auction in 1962 so New 
Netherlands might not have been familiar with it in 1953. 
(G) The number of equidistantly spaced concentric circles on the pieces described as 
Nos. 5, 6, and 7 are respectively 18, 21, and 28, showing that the diemaker would 
have had available in California a finely adjustable metal lathe during the 1855 
period even though an “engine tuming” machine was definitely not available. 
(H) As toa Blake & Agnell unique $25 rectangular ingot dated 1855 (Item 3) it is 
stated, “ It is considered likely that other examples of this variety will turn up.” 
This forecast is irresponsible and has a tendency to create suspicion, 
(1) No discovery or source information or provenance of any item is furnished in 
spite of showing, an extensive familiarity with pioneer gold history. 
(J) It was suggested that the BLAKE & AGNELL strip of three separate horizontal 
stampings was rejected for being underweight and therefore was kept as a 
souvenir by the assayers. ite 
(K) The BLAKE & CO assay ingot with the name in an are is not further described 
because it was not examined, but it seems to have the characteristics ae Soe 
BLAKE & CO assay i salvaged from SS Central America. 


The opinion of Eric P. Newman Numismatic Education Society as to the Blake 


He and Agnell gold strip dated 1855 with three identical separate honzontal! 
stampings was seit io the Norwebs on June 12, 1959 and containes the following 


major observations: 
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(AA) That the souvenir status of the strip because it was slightly underweight to 
be cut into three $25 size pieces was unjustified because it could easily be 
remelted or two pieves of 2:1 weight could eusily devs ben cut froin it 
and the remaining underweight portion remelted. An assayer keeping a 
souvenir of that value, easily capreducitle, end with a cveepelled name on 
it seems tobe purehype. | 

(BB) No intornyation as ic the ciucovary, coures cr provenance af the strin was 
furnished in the detailed report or atherwise. 

(CC) it was pointed cun that in the July i959 advartivement of New Netherlands 

‘Coin Co, Inc., in The Numismatist that the advertisers had the “ good 
fortune tu devise a syatem, OF unearthing numerous unique pieces not 

éviously kriown”. Forecasting ta€ future not only was unreliable insight 
but forecasting the finding of unique pieces seems even worse. 

(DD) The same advertisement stated that “we have handled the most fabulous 
Kems imaginable”, The word “fabulous” mey he on advertising puff, but 
fabulous fndemestniiy means unveal 

EE) ttwas psimed cut that and Franklin anc Joba I Ford, Jr. tor many yeass 

nad a business selesiotship, were close friends, and lived in communities 
clase to each sther in Long Island, NY. 

(EE) ft was pointed out diet Pant Frankia was the courte of the previously 
waknows Parsons ber from Colorado and the source of the previously 
uoknowa Blake & Ce gold alesse strack with cireuler dies. 

(GG) It waz pole? out thet Pad Fracklin testified at the Gatland vs Ryan 
crbitretion heariags they he wes a skilled machinist end gave fuil tecanicai 
detei!s of his knowledge of electrotyping. 

(HH) It was pointed out that Paul Franklin refused to testify at the Garland vs. 
Ryan arbitration hearings as to the source of the 1853 $20 U S.A4.0.G. gold 
coins, one of which was the coin under consideration at those hearings. 

(If) It was pointed out that John J, Ford, Jr. had told Eric P. Newman that Paul 
Franklin was the finest metallurgist that Ford had ever known. 





There may be other unpublished opinions which will come to light. 
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SS. CENTRAL AMERIKA 
Publicity about the immense amount of assay ingots, bars and coins salvaged 
from the S.S. Central America has not mentioned any item wilh tue namic BLAKE & 


“e 


AGNELL or BLAKE & AGRELL or AGNELL or AGRELL. The doitieby Ancucn af 


¢ 


1999-2000 included only about 8 % of the finc and thai portion kas 15 essay ingots of 


BSS Coodtink 


eae 3 


BLAKE & CO. The Sotheby catalog (pp. 84-87) aiomiions the naais Jolin Agreti 14 tne 


historical section. As to the remaining 92% of the tiaasure anetker 13 rome BLAKE & 
e 


CO. assay ingots aig were ho Goins ound With the nan BLSSE v1 thei, All 


incliles te Leak 
Prnirice pwces dnd 


assay ingots found contain no other name but BLAKE & CO. No salvaged pieces skew 


any identical letter or numeral punches identical to gay c7 the coins or bars containing the 





name BLAKE which were siure Wie Caniralimerica recovery. Trere is ne 


chailenge whatever as to the autheaticity ofthe Cenval 4imerica picces. Theie was no we 
’ Wy 53 ary (SS ay i eer P yr: uk 
known opportunity to sai¢ iite wreck. the Yeormon 3 on j 


Nixkirotl there otis it 
Fi ORLY ELT ne: & CO assay ingots which)missed the 


boat. 
Wy ) 





AN EARLY NUMISMATIC COPYING ERROR 
Assuming that the misspelling of BLAKE & AGRELL as BLAKE & AGNELL 


on coins, bars and ingots discovered in the 1950s was copied from the typographical errar 
in the 1912 Adam’s publication there is a comparable American numismatic situation 
which occurred more than a century earlier. 

The creation of the 0.8. Dollar dated 1804 during the 1833-1834 meriad has a 


similar timing error relationship. Due to misinterpretation of the U.S. Mint records 
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contemporaneously made for the year 1804 it was thought in the 1833-34 penod that 
dollars dated 1804 had been minted in 1804, Thus dies for dollars dated 1804 were cut 
during the 1833-34 pericd and fantasy dollars were struck from them at the U.S. Mint 
Subsequent evidence showed that the U.S. records covering 1804 were an accounting of 
the transfer of money within departments of the U.S. Mint and included only Spanish- 
American 8 reales coins (Spanish dollars) and /or U.S. dollars struck from dies dated 
1803 or earlier. Thus the creation of dollars dated 1804 was exposed in 1962, etc. as 
having been influenced during the 1833-1834 period by a misinterpretatiom of a routine 


but somewhat ambiguous official report for 1804 which was erroneous. 





(See Eric P. Newman and Kenna reset, The Fantastic 1804 Dollar, 1962; Eric P. 
Newman, “ A Restated Opinion on the Origin of the 1804 Dollar and the ! 804 Eagle 
Proofs”, Coinage of the Americas Conference 1993, American Numismatic pees 
1994). 

As to both the Agnell spelling error and the misinterpretation of an 1804 records 
the copying from an earlier source to reach @ subsequent inaccurate conclusion in each 
Situation seems to clarify and suggest the later date in each situation as the date or the 


creation of each of the fantasy pieces. 


GENUINE FAKES OF BLAKE & CO. 


The Chrysler Corporation in 1969 needed a gimmick to promote the introducticn 
of its 1970 Golden Duster Valiant automobile. It undertook to copy for that purpose an 


1855 $20 Blake & Co. circular California pioneer gold piece which was the same size as 
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contemporeagously mad for the year 104 it was thought in the 1833-34 nendd that 
dgilars avec, 1804 vad been minted in 18940 Thue dies for dollars dated 1904 were cu 
Curing the 1833°M period und fantasy dollars were struck from them at the Vs. Mint. 


Sabsequent sviderce sawed that the] S. records covering 1894 wey an accounting of 








the traanfar of money within departments of the U.S. Mint andincluded only Spanish- 








Americas & tealas coins (Snanish doers) and /or U,S-dollars struck from dies dated 
1893 of cartier, Thus the creafior of dollarsdeted 1804 was/exposed in 1962, etc. as 
having been influenced during the 1834-1834 perted by a/misinterpretation of a routine 
but somewhat ambiguous ¢ffieial report for 1804 which Fie not eye at Aas IR) (. iu 
Ce P. Neurmen nud nf th Z Arar tw’ we ff wo (IY2) tid tue. Nawners 
Agito horh the Agnell snelling error and the misinterpretation sae an 1804 records 
the copying trorf an sarlier source to reach a sudyequeni iwaccurate Comelusion in each 


situation Seems to clant’y anc suggest the later date ia each situation as the dueettie 


€ation of each of the fantasy pieces. 


$ & C 





~ 


e Chrysler Corporation in 1969 n a gimmick to promote the introduction 


‘ 


ii . . - A ee 
ci cular Caitormestrene Seid p W iD Wes tn to - 


of its NLS Duster Valiant eutomotile. It undertook to capy for that purpose an 


the United States $20 gald coinage. Chrysler had many, many thousands of copies 
reproduced in a brassy color using a mixture of non-precious metals. These were given 


away and avidly enjoyed by the public. (See the listing in Larry Spanbauer, Colonial 


A 


tiie wes Banh Co [Ass4 yes / 
OW yREC IT, 44 well £0 the god anof obuer 


ree J TY J i es ee ae aw 
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Trermafter iuguiries concembig their value as rartiies were enormous and the tales 
ergared by members afihe wablic to suppart they genuinensss and gold content defy the 
imagingiian. Numismatic 6clinssts and others continue'ly have bad to disappoint the 
many wiquirers ever the vears sorce then. In 1976 there was even litigation in Michigan 
over the eweersuip of one and the cas2 tas draped when a fevveler determined that the 
sain Aad no pol’ content. 

Nome aumismetisis enjoyed the situation immensely because they felt hat a fake 


of e fake was traly comical 


CONCLUSION, SCOPE AND ACKNOWLEDGEMENT 





The chances of Edgar H. Adams in 1912 having his publication contain a spelling 
error identical to a spelling error allegedly made in 1854 or 1855 on coins, bars, or ingots 
which Adams had never seén or heard of is virtually nil. A chronological copying order 


of an error of this type seems to hecome a logical conclusion since the 191.2 spelling error 


 umtene 
came first and “Pnnoeestiy” copying that error in the 1950s could be a natural and logical 
Frias 
happarots, event: Agent the writings of researchers it appears that the misspelling was first exposed duaceg 
: Aktenttae cl Asetonethe pirrdef 


-shomby before 19°79. Copying mistakes are often a solid proof of plagiarism or other 


improprieties as well as unchecked reliance upon previously published information. 
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If there is one BLAKE & AGNELL piece: which is a forgery the spreading ofa 
: , 


virus is involved. Al! of th: pices: coraected to auch lorgury Uy cie linkage, aplekenas- 









letter or number punches, incorrect spelling of AGRELL's name or other associating 
gbbc factors would be forgeries. Thus BLAKE & CO pieces appearing for the first time after 
mal iy oe prior to the SY Central America recoveries would also be forgeries. Any person 
creating such imaginative forgeries probably sed have produced other age that 


person’s discredit. 


The scope of the data assembled for this research project and covered by it is 
limited to items which include the name BLAKE plus some other issues or issuers, 
associated or related to BLAKE matters. There have been omitted many pioneer gold 
observations which have a more distant association or a need for an independent review. 

If there are any statements in the foregoing presentation which are inaccurate or 
ambiguous, or can be supplemented, clarified or improved upon, the writer welcomes 
suggestions. Ifthe subject should be enlarged to include other pieces of pioneer gold the 
material for such items can be assembled individually or as a team effort. The subject 
matter is intriguing. 

It is difficult to show that an existing item or items did not exist at the time they 


would have had to exist in order to be genuine, The proof ofa negative is always a 


challenge. It is hoped that such a challenge has been reasonably eC alid 
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The score of the data sssambled for this research project and covered bv it ig 
limite: to ams which include the seme ELAKS plus come ether iswes os4ssuers, 
escociated orrslatad tc BLAKE matters There have heen omitted mafy pioneer gold 

Cy y 
ooserverions which kav@ more distant assacistion Te af an indenendent review. 
ther are eny statement\in the forecoing nreSentation which are inaccurate or 
aind.guous, or can be supplemented, claxified of improved upon, the writer welcomes 
suggestions tf the subiect should be enlarged tainchide other nieces of pioneer gold the 
snatertal for such items can he 3asembled individually oras a team effort. The subject 
inatier ic intriguing. 

It is difficztt ta show that an existing iter. or items did not exist atthe time they 
would haye had to exist in order to be genuine. The proof of a negative is always 
Batlenge: hoped that such a chalfenge-has been reasonably _m 

Thanks are due to many who have over a long period of time shared their 


information with the writer and it is hoped that they and others will continue to do so. 


ov AL 
Those who for whatever reason have preferred to hold on information in the past are 
rave 


welcome to furnish jy at any time. 
Other than a BLAKE & CO assay ingot with SS Central America or other known 
provenance would anyone like to purchase on an “as is” basis any gold coin, ingot or bar 


with the name BLAKE upon it? 


September, 2000 
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Gorham Blake and William R. Waters, Blake & Co., Assayers. 

52 J Street [316 J, current numbering; between 3rd and 4th Streets] 

Customer: William H. Hardy & Samuel J. Kennedy, General merchandise, 
Forest Hill, Placer Co. 

Proceeds went into the Hardy & Kennedy checking account at the Sacramento 
banking house of D.O. Mills & Co. 


Assay charge: 1/4 of 1 percent. 
Discount: 1/3 of 1 percent: $6.99 0.011 percent additional for Sacto? 
San Francisco would have been 3/10 of one percent; Par 870=$6.32 
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